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' STATE OF NEW  JERSEY
DEPARTM ENT OF LAW  & PLJBLIC SATETY
DIVISION OF CONSUM ER AFFAIRS
BOARD OF ARCHITECTS

IN THE M ATTER OF

GEORGE W EINER
License No. AI 1 1773

27
Adlninistrative Action
FINAL ORDER
OF DISCIPLINE

TO PRACTICE ARCHITECTLJREIN THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY (#;3t TII/V D T&3E CC$. Y

This matterwas opened to theNew Jersey State Board of Arohitects upon receipt of informationwhicl-l

the Board has reviewed aad on whlch the following findings of fact and conclusions of Iaw are made.

FINDINGS OF FACT

On or about September lO, 1998, the Respondelzt entered into a Consent Order with the New

Jersey State Board of Architects wherein Respondent was found in violatioa of N.J.A.C: 13:27.5.5/) for

unlawfully aiding and abetting the unlicenced practice of architecture by Gale Cotmoration, Il-lc., 333 Court

Street, Hoboken, New Jersey, a t'inn which had failed to obtain a Cellificate of Authorization in violation of

N .J.S.A. 45:3-18.

As a result of the Consent Order, which also resolved other violations, the Respondent's

license was suspended for two years, which was fully stayed and to be served as a period of probation.

Respondent was also assessed civil penalties in the amount of $3,500.00 and costs of $301.24.

The Board has obtained inform ation that Gale Cop oratioa never obtained a Certificate of

Autlzorization in violation of N.J.S.A. 45:3-18. Respondent, who is the Iicensed architect in responsible

charge at Gale, also continues to ttnlawfully aid and abet the unlicensed practice of arclzitecture by Gale in

violation of N.J.A.C. 13:27-5.5(c).



CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The above Consent Order entered into by Respondent with the New Jersey State Board of

Architeots provides ground to take disciplinary action against Respondent's license to practice architecture
,r)

in New Jersey pursuant to N.J.S.A. 45:3-1 8 for the continuing failure to obtain the required Certificate of

Authorization and N.J.S.A. 45:l-21(h), N.J.S.A. 45:l-21(n) and N.J.A.C. 13:27-5.5(c) for the continuing

violatiotlof aiding atld abettingthe unlioensed pradiceof architecture by theGale Corporation
. Additionally,

Respondent is in violationofN.l.s.A. 45:l-21(c) aIZIIN.J.A.C. 13:45C-1.4 fol-professionallnisconductintlAat

Respondent failed to comply with the provisions of the Conscnt Order.

DISCUSSION ON FINALIZATION

Based on the foregoing findings and conclusions, a Provisional Order of Discipline (''POD'') was

entered by this Board and served upon Rospondent. The POD was sttbject to finatization by the Board at 5:00

p.m . on tta.e 3Ott4 business day following entt'y unless Respondent requested a m odifioation or dism issal of the

stated Findings of Fact or Conclusions of Law by subm itting a written request for moditication or dism issal

setting forth in writing any and all reasons why said findings and conclusions should be modified or dismissed

and subnzitting any and al1 documents or other written evidence suppol-ting Respondent's request for

consideration and remsons therefor.

Esquire, submitted a response dated

September 26, 2002. Respondent explains that Gale Associates, LLC was formed on February 26
, 2001.

However, due to delays, the application for a Cel-tificate of Authorization was not filed until on or about June

1, 200t . Thereafter, because the com orate nam e did not fulfill the statutory requirements, it was amended

The Respondent, ttzrough his attorney, W iliiam N . Dimin,

on or about November 9, 2001 and a revised application for a Cel-tificate of Authorization was not filed with

tl4e Board untit Dec-ember 200 t .



The Board notes that the origlnal Cortseat Order was executed by Respondeat on or about September

l0, 1998. Although Respondent eventuallydid file an application for a Certificate of Authorization
, there was

a significant delay between the date of the Consent Order and the application filed with the Board on June 1
,

t

200 1. During this allnost three (3) year time period, it is undisputed that Respondent was in violation of thc

Consent Order and that he continued to aid and abet the ualicensed practice of architecture and failed to obtain

a Certificate of Authorization. As a a result, the Board has detennined that tlne penalties set fot4ll in the

Provisional Order of Discipline are not excessive or unwarranted under these circumstances
, as argued by the

Respondent. However, the Board notes that the application for a Cel-tificate of Authorization filed with the

Board iy't December 200 1 is complete, except for the payluent of the required applicatioll fees. Ful-ther, since

there are no disputed facts, the Board does not believe a hearing is wat-ranted.

4Accop-olucisv., I'r Is on ols / LI day oçlçovgtxlostu zox ouosp-so that,
Respondent shall be, aad hereby is, repriazallded. Furthern Respondent shall pay a civil peklatty

in the amount of $5,000.00 within thirty (30) days of the date of this Final Order or a Certiticate of Debt shall

be issued.

Respondent shall have forty-five (45) days to t'inalize his application for a Certificate of

Authorization by submitting the required application fee of $ 100.00 directly to Jmnes S. Hsu, Executive

Director, Departm ent of Law & Public Safety, Division of Consumer Affairs, New Jersey State Board of

Architects, t24 Haisey Street, N ewark, New Jersey 07 10i. if the Respondent fails to completehis appkkcation

withia this tim e period, then further discipiinary action m ay resukt.

NEW  JERSEY STATE BOARD OF ARCHITECTS

By:
Howard Horii, Board President


